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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed May 28, 2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Applicant argues that Kaneko does not teach "a memory to store a textual 
recording name of the recording and indicating data, obtained from said recorded signal 
output device that can be used for identification of the recording." 

Applicant also argues that Kaneko does not teach "a communication device, 
occasionally in communication with the remote database, to obtain the textual recording 
name by sending the indicating data to the remote database." 

Examiner respectfully disagrees all of the allegations as argued. Examiner, in her 
previous office action, gave a detailed explanation of claimed limitations and pointed out 
exact locations in the cited prior art. 

Examiner is entitled to give claim limitations their broadest reasonable 
interpretation in light of the specification. See MPEP 21 1 1 [R-1]. 

Interpretation of Claims-Broadest Reasonable Interpretation 

During patent examination, the pending claims must be 'given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification.' Applicant always has the 
opportunity to amend the claims during prosecution and broad interpretation by the 
examiner reduces the possibility that the claim, once issued, will be interpreted more 
broadly than is justified. In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541,550-51 (CCPA 1969). 
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In response to Applicant's argument that Kaneko does not teach "a memory to 
store a textual recording name of the recording and indicating data, obtained from said 
recorded signal output device that can be used for identification of the recording," 
Examiner respectfully submits that Kaneko teaches this limitation by providing "a 
memory" (column 2, line 39) "for storing audio information, such as music information or 
the like, comprising a plurality of unit information, such as a plurality of music 
compositions or the like" (column 2, lines 39 - 42). Examiner has interpreted this to 
mean that a memory stores music information, or metadata which includes the music 
file and some kind of textual identifying data, perhaps song name or author (column 10, 
lines 42 - 43). 

In response to Applicant's argument that Kaneko does not teach "a 
communication device, occasionally in communication with the remote database, to 
obtain the textual recording name by sending the indicating data to the remote 
database," Examiner respectfully submits that Kaneko teaches this limitation by 
showing that a remote database may be stored on a hard drive, and a communication 
device such as a portable telephone may input reproduction related information (column 
10, lines 41 -49). 

For the above reasons, Examiner believed that the rejection of the last Office 
action was proper. 
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Information Disclosure Statement 

The information disclosure statement (IDS) submitted on June 1 1 , 2008 is in 
compliance with the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .97. Accordingly, the information disclosure 
statement is being considered by the examiner. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed 
or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the 
subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject 
matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made 
to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 1 02(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Michihiro Kaneko et al. (European Patent Application EP1 107254A2), hereinafter, 
'Kaneko,' in view of Craig Janik (U.S. Patent 7142934), hereinafter, 'Janik.' 
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With respect to claim 1 , Kaneko teaches a recorded signal output device to 
reproduce a recorded signal from a recording (i.e. a recorded signal is reproduced from 
a home PC by a recording and reproducing apparatus in a car using electric 
communication, [0049]), a video output to provide the textual data to the display unit 
(i.e. display unit shows information like the title of each unit that is reproduced, [0018]), 
a memory to store a textual recording name of the recording and indicating data 
obtained from said recorded signal output device, that can be used for identification of 
the recording (i.e. memory stores audio information, unit information, and music lists, 
[001 1]), a communication device, occasionally in communication with the remote 
database, to obtain the textual recording name by sending the indicating data to the 
remote database (i.e. reproducing apparatus in communication with home PC, which 
sends textual information about audio selection, [0061]), A controller, coupled to said 
recorded signal output device, said video output, said memory and said communication 
device, to control said apparatus to play back the recording regardless of whether said 
communication device is in communication with the remote database (i.e. reproducing 
apparatus plays back a recording regardless of whether communication device is in 
communication with remote database because it is reading from a DVD-ROM, so it is 
playing back independently, [0052]), to query the remote database using the indicating 
data when communication is established and to supply the textual recording name of 
the recording from the remote database to said memory (i.e. reproducing system 
queries home system for textual information about the unit being reproduced, [0031]). 
Kaneko does not explicitly disclose that the system is repeatedly trying to establish 
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communication with the remote database. However, Janik teaches that the system 
repeatedly try to establish communication with the remote database (i.e. system 
depends on streaming data from personal computer, column 5, lines 48-50). Kaneko 
and Janik are analogous art because they are from the problem solving area of allowing 
a user to listen to and manage a reproduced audio piece from a remote location. At the 
time of the invention, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
having the teachings of Kaneko and Janik before him or her, to modify the system of 
Kaneko with the teachings of Janik in order to use Wireless LAN technology specifics to 
communicate remotely between a home PC and an audio playback device (Kaneko, 
column 5, lines 7-26). The motivation for doing so would have been to send and 
receive audio data in a local area network so that it can be played back in an audio 
playback device (Janik, column 3, lines 20-28). Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to combine Janik with Kaneko to obtain the invention as specified in the instant claim(s). 

With respect to claim 2, Kaneko teaches wherein the communication device is a 
cellular two-way network interface (i.e. communication device is a portable cellular 
phone, [0028]). 

With respect to claim 3, Kaneko teaches that the communication recording 
device is located inside a car [0025-0026]. Kaneko does not explicitly disclose that the 
communication device is an 802.11a network interface. However, Janik teaches 
wherein the communication device is an 802.1 1a network interface (i.e. the 
communication device may use an 802.1 1a network interface, (column 2, lines 18-20)). 
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Therefore, the limitations of claim 3 are rejected in the analysis of claim 1 above, and 
the claim is rejected on that basis. 

With respect to claim 4, Kaneko teaches that the communication recording 
device is located inside a car [0025-0026]. Kaneko does not explicitly disclose that the 
communication device is an 802.11b network interface. However, Janik teaches 
wherein the communication device is an 802.1 1b network interface (i.e. the 
communication device may use an 802.1 1a network interface, (column 5, lines 7-26)). 
Therefore, the limitations of claim 4 are rejected in the analysis of claim 1 above, and 
the claim is rejected on that basis. 

With respect to claim 5, Kaneko teaches an audio reproducing apparatus in a car 
[0010]. Kaneko does not explicitly disclose that the communication device is a Bluetooth 
network interface. However, Janik teaches that the portable communication device uses 
similar Bluetooth technology between a PDA and a wireless LAN adapter (column 13, 
lines 46-56, and column 6, lines 23-37). Therefore, the limitations of claim 5 are rejected 
in the analysis of claim 1 above, and the claim is rejected on that basis. 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Stephen, D. "The Exploratory Workshop On Music Information Retrieval," ACM 
SIGIR, 1999. Pages 1 -14. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Contact Information 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to ALEXANDRIA Y. BROMELL whose telephone number 
is (571)270-3034. The examiner can normally be reached on M-R 6:30-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John R. Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Alexandria Y Bromell /Shahid Al Alarm/ 

Examiner, Art Unit 2167 Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2162 

August 7, 2008 



